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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 September 2003 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-40 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 7-40 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: There is no period 
at the end of this claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 15-18, 22-25, 27-29, 33, 34, 36, 37, and 39 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gordon et al [U.S. 6,686,851]. 

For claim 1 . the electronic display for presenting airspeed data of an aircraft 
taught by Gordon includes the following claimed subject matter, as noted, 1) the 
claimed electronic airspeed tape having a nonlinear scale is met by the airspeed 
indicator (No. 28) having a nonlinear scale seen in Figures 2 and 1 1 , wherein the 
hidden numbers 1 and 9 help to emulate the view of a mechanical drum gauge, and 
scrolling of the airspeed tape maintains the scale on the display. 
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For claim 2 , the airspeed data is centered on the nonlinear scale of the display. 
For claim 5 , the windows seen in Figures 2 and 1 1 show the current airspeed of 
the aircraft. 

For claim 7 , the data displayed in the window is an enlarged display of the 
airspeed tape. 

For claim 15 , the electronic display for presenting altitude data of an aircraft 
taught by Gordon includes the following claimed subject matter, as noted, 1 ) the 
claimed electronic altitude tape having a nonlinear scale is met by the altitude display 
area (No. 30) having an altitude indicator (No. 32), wherein the numbers 20 and 80 help 
to emulate the view of a mechanical drum gauge, and wherein a scroll of the altitude 
tape maintains the altitude indicator on the display. 

For claim 16 , the altitude data of the aircraft seen in Gordon is centered on the 
tape display. 

For claim 17 . the altitude shown in Figure 4 is in units of feet. 
For claim 18 , the range of the display of Figure 4 depicts 1200 feet. 
For claim 22 . the windows seen in Figures 3 and 7 show the current altitude of 
the aircraft. 

For claim 23 . the data displayed in the windows is an enlarged display of the 
airspeed tape. 

For claim 24 . the window of Gordon displays the numeric altitude of the aircraft. 
For claim 25 , the display of Gordon is an electronic emulation of the mechanical 
rolling numeric display (Col. 1, Lns. 26-31). 
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For claim 27 , the electronic display for presenting heading data of an aircraft 
taught by Gordon includes the following claimed subject matter, as noted, 1) the 
claimed electronic heading tape having a nonlinear scale is met by the heading indicator 
(No. 24) wherein the nonlinear scale seen centered in Figure 2 emulates the view of a 
mechanical drum gauge, and wherein a scroll of the electronic heading tape maintains 
the nonlinear scale on the display. 

For claim 28 , Figure 2 and 1 1 of Gordon depict the letter N at the 360-degree 
heading. 

For claim 29 f Figures 2 and 1 1 depict a window showing the current heading of 
the aircraft. 

For claim 33 , the heading window seen in Figure 2 is an enlarged portion of the 
heading data seen on the tape. 

For claim 34 , the electronic display of Gordon is comprised of a numeric display 
of the current heading of the aircraft. 

For claim 36 , the electronic display for presenting data of an aircraft taught by 
Gordon includes several electronic tapes having nonlinear scales as seen in Figures 2 
and 1 1 , wherein the nonlinear scale emulates the view of a mechanical drum gauge, 
wherein a scroll of the tape maintains the scale on the display. 

For claim 37 , the display of Gordon comprises several windows showing the 
current data of the aircraft. 

For claim 39 , the windows comprise a display of the current data of the aircraft. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 4, 8-14, 26, 35, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gordon et al. 

For claim 3 , the Gordon reference includes the claimed subject matter as 
mentioned above; however, there is no mention of display the data in units of knots. 

Knots are commonly used to display airspeed data and have been for some time. 
As this obvious display technique has been used and is very well known in the prior art, 
it is not considered a patentable innovation as the inclusion of which would not result in 
a new or unexpected result. 

For claim 4 , the range of airspeed in knots is a decision best left to the user or 
designer of the display system to maximize the noticeability of the display. 

For claim 8 , the color of the background is not considered a patentable 
innovation as many different colors may be selected for maximum effectiveness of the 
display system. 

For claims 9-14 , every single airspeed indicator used includes upper and lower 
limits. The decision to change said limits is not a patentable innovation as customizing 
these limits do not result in a new or unexpected result in the display or operation of the 
aircraft. 
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For claim 26 . the color of the background is not considered a patentable 
innovation as many different colors may be selected for maximum effectiveness of the 
display system. 

For claim 35 f the color of the background is not considered a patentable 
innovation as many different colors may be selected for maximum effectiveness of the 
display system. 

For claim 40 . the color of the background is not considered a patentable 
innovation as many different colors may be selected for maximum effectiveness of the 
display system. 

6. Claims 6, 32, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gordon et al in view of Konicke et al [U.S. 4,860,007]. 

For claim 6 , the display taught by Gordon includes the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in the rejection of claims 1 and 5 above. However, the airspeed window is 
not comprised in the shape of a pointer. 

The integrated primary flight display taught by Konicke presents a display having 
similar subject matter as the primary reference, including centered data windows 
emulating the analog mechanical drum gauge as seen in Figure 1. Another property 
seen in the Figure is all display windows in the shape of pointers. This reference is 
plain evidence that pointers have been used for some time to enhance the display of 
flight information. 
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Both references pertain to very similar subject matter, in this case the 
presentation of flight data in a display. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the windows of Gordon as 
pointers for the purpose of using a well-known and common method of flight display 
presentation. 

For claims 32 and 38 , the claims are interpreted and rejected for the same 
reasons and rationale as is mentioned in the rejection of claim 6 above. 

7. Claims 19-21, 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gordon et al in view of Briffe et al [U.S. 6,1 12,141]. 

For claim 19 , the reference taught by Gordon includes the claimed subject 
matter as mentioned in the rejection of claim 15 above. However, there is no mention of 
emulating a drum gauge in units of meters. 

The apparatus and method for graphically oriented aircraft display and control 
taught by Briffe enables the crew to perform flight plan modification by manipulating 
graphical information on the display devices. One tool is the "M/FT" button (No. 82f) 
that displays information in meters as well as feet. This is plain evidence that meters 
have been used to display information in flight displays. An obvious advantage of this 
system is the ability to use the display in different countries where the metric system is 
used. 

The Briffe reference is ample evidence that altitude in meters has been displayed 
to a flight crew for some time. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to include a display of altitude in meters for the 
purpose of enhancing the versatility of the display system. 

For claim 20 , the system taught by Gordon depicts a range of approximately 
1200 feet. A change to meters introduced by Briffe enables a metric display of the 
same range. 

For claim 21 , the system of Briffe displays data in units of feet and in meters. 

For claim 30 , an additional button (No. 82c) found in Briffe enables the heading 
to be displayed as true heading and magnetic heading. 

For claim 31 , the heading display found in Figure 3 of Briffe depicts the word 
"TRU" near the heading signifying a true heading. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Leard et al [U.S. 5,412,382] has integrated flight displays. 
Fisher [U.S. 5,739,771] presents an ambiguous dial indicator that communicates 
relative setpoints to an operator. 

Etherington [U.S. 5,844,504] presents a compressed circle altimeter. 
Millard et al [U.S. 6,175,315] indicates a required acceleration schedule. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Tweel, Jr. whose telephone number is 571 272 
2969. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 10-6:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass can be reached on 571 272 2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

JAT 

12/19/04 
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